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(1) LAND RECORDS AND SETTLEMENT DEPARTMENTS.
1.   These two departments are controlled by one and the same officer
under the title of Settlement Commissioner and Director of Land Records,
respectively, and the demands for expendkure on them are both included
under thg head of Land Revenue.   The two departments are closely related
as the Land   Records   Department   is   responsible   for   maintaining   the
records prepared by the Settlement Department and the land records staff
forms the nucleus of the settlement staff in areas in which settlement opera-
tions are undertaken.    The establishment of the Land Records Department
is permanent and consists of a Deputy Director of Land Records, a per-
manent survey establishment, working^nder the general control of an officer
of the Survey of India, and a district land record staff, the head of which is
the District Superintendent of Land Records.     The establishment of the
Settlement Department, on the other hand, is almost entirely temporarily
recruited.     The Settlement and Assistant Settlement Officers are drawn
from the Imperial or Provincial Civil Services and the lower establishment
is either recruited direct or taken temporarily from the district land records
staff.    The temporary settlement staff which is directly recruited, is partially
absorbed in the permanent land record staff as vacancies occur therein.

2..   The Settlement Department has been more attacked in the Legis-
lative   Council   than   any   other   department   owing   to   the opposition
of the Council to  the  land   revenue  policy of   Government.   With  the
exception of the budget for 1923-24 the demand of the department has been
reduced every year by the Council and the reductions have been rftore and
more severe in each succeeding year.    In the budget of 1921-22 a sum of
Rs. 20,216 was reduced on account of survey and settlement in three dis-
tricts.    This cut was carried rather with a view to economy in the cost of
settlement than from objections to these settlements being carried out.    In
the following year 1922-23 a total reduction of Rs. 1,43,770 was made in the
demand.    Here again the objection was rather to the cost of the existing
methods of re-settlement than to the principles of settlement.     The cuts
were, however, definitely supported by the  argument that the  policy of
short-term settlement was wrong.    The demand for 1924-25 was thrown out
in its entirety.    In the general discussion a reference was made to one of the
settlements for which expenditure was   included, in the   demand   and the
settlement policy of Government was criticized as applied to this one district,
but politics dominated the debate to the exclusion of other matters and there
was no general condemnation of the settlement policy of Government.    In
the budget of 1925-26 a reduction of Rs. 75,109 was made on account of
expenditure on the Berar settlements.   The principal objection raised was
that the principles of settlement were not embodied in an Act of the legisla-
ture, and until this was done, the settlements should be postponed.   Objec-
tion was also raised that the rates applied on  revision were beyond   the
capacity of the agriculturists and that the revenues of Berar were already
adequate to its requirements.     In 1926-27 the whole demand under die
head of land revenue was refused on political grounds and the discussion
did not refer to questions of settlement  policy.

The new Council proved even more drastic than its predecessors. In
March 1927, 13 items, making up a total demand of Rs. 9,51,139 on account
of settlements, were cut out of the budget. A token cut of Re. 1 on the
general policy of the department was also carried. In March 1928 the same
process was repeated. Seven items, making up a total of Rs. 5,88,251,
were thrown out incontinently and again a token cut of Re. 1 was carried*
The same argument that revision of settlement should not be undertaken
until the principles of settlement had been embodied in an Act was put
forward, but as Government had already, in 1925, introduced the Berar Land
Revenue Bill and in August 1927 introduced the Central Provinces Settle-
ment Bill, this argument was slightly altered in form and it was maintained
that the re-settlements should be suspended until the Bills had actually been
passed"into law. The reductions included sums required for expenditure not
only on rural settlements, but also for town surveys and settlements whict
had been recently introduced in Berar, as well as for an allowance to an
officer placed on special duty in the Narsinghpur district, not for the purpose